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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. Independent claim 1 recites "at least one layer (EMF layer), which is formed so as 
to be permeable to diffusion." It is noted herein that the acronym "EMF" could refer to several 
different materials, making the claim indefinite. Further, it is not clear if Applicants are 
positively claiming an "EMF layer" as it is in parenthesis. For examining purposes the Examiner 
interprets the acronym "EMF" as being an electromagnetic-field-shielding layer in accordance 
with the Specification, however, Applicants are advised to properly claim the material in the 
claims. Claims 2-15 are rejected as being dependent on claim 1 . 

3. Claim 9 recites the limitation "the reinforcement or protective layer" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

5. Claims 1-4, 8-9 and 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
ZUPON et al. (US 6,797,356 B2). 
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ZUPON et al. discloses a reflective insulation system that includes a perforated reflective 
layer such as aluminum, a layer of fiberglass, and a layer of vapor retarding material. (Abstract; 
Claim 1) The layer are bonded by hot melt glue in a swirl-like pattern. (Col. 5, lines 31-33) 
The vapor retarded comprises polypropylene. (Claim 3) 

The Examiner equates the aluminum layer to the claimed electromagnetic-field-shielding; 
the layer of vapor retarding material to the claimed barrier layer. 

With regards to claims 8 and 9, it is the Examiner's position that the fiberglass layer 
reads on the diffusion permeable reinforcement and it is further noted that the reference teaches 
in one embodiment that the vapor barrier layer could be a laminate that includes a polypropylene 
layer, a scrim material layer and a kraft material layer. (Refer to Col. 5, lines 9-11) 

6. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by BRINTON (EP 
0123965 A2). 

BRINTON discloses a porous static electric charge dissipative laminate that has high rate 
of water vapour transmission. The laminate comprises a layer of porous polymeric film and 
adhesively bonded to it an electrically conductive textile fabric capable of dissipating static 
electric charge. (Abstract) The porous polymeric film can be made of polyvinyl chloride, 
polyurethane, polyacrylate esters and poly fluoroethylenes. (Page 3, lines 25 through Page 4, 
lines 1-2) The reference also teaches using conductive carbon black or metal in the electrically 
conductive textile fabric. (Refer to Page 6, lines 11-12) The layers are united into a layered 
composite by a discontinuous pattern of adhesive, leaving a large percentage of the surfaces of 
the two plies adhesive-free and hence readily moisture permeable. (Refer to Page 8, lines 1-13) 
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Thus, the Examiner equates the porous polymeric film to the claimed barrier layer and 
the electrically conductive textile layer to the claimed electromagnetic-field-shielding layer. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102/103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the alternative, 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over JENSEN (EP1296002 A2). 

JENSEN discloses a vapor barrier or underroof for buildings. The reference teaches the 
use of a film or foil of ethylene vinyl alcohol as a water vapor barrier and further teaches that the 
film may be part of a laminate. (Abstract; [0012]) One or both sides of the ethylene vinyl 
alcohol film or foil may be covered by another water vapor penetrable film or foil, such as 
Nylon, or a perforated film or foil of a substantially water vapor impervious material. [0016], 
[0021] The second membrane may be made from one or more of the materials selected from the 
group consisting of aluminum and other metals, metallised polyethylene terephtalate, among 
others. [0022], [0031] The laminate may further comprise an intermediate layer of a water vapor 
transmitting material, such as felt. [0032] 

With regards to claim 13, although JENSEN does not explicitly teach the claimed water 
vapor diffusion resistance it is reasonable to presume that this property is inherent to laminate of 
Jensen.. Support for said presumption is found in the use of like materials (i.e. uses a water 
vapor penetrable film in combination with a membrane that comprises a metal that would serve 
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for the electromagnetic field shielding purpose of the present invention, the layers are bonded by 

using a polymer glue). The burden is upon Applicant to prove otherwise. In re Fitzgerald 205 

USPQ 594. In addition, the presently claimed property of Sd would obviously have been 

present once the vapor barrier laminate is provided. Note In re Best, 195 USPQ at 433, footnote 

4 (CCPA 1977) as to the providing of this rejection made above under 35 USC 102. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Norca L. Torres-Velazquez whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1484. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 8:00-5:00 pm and alternate 
Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Keith Hendricks can be reached on 571-272-1401. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Norca L. Torres-Velazquez/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1794. 

December 8, 2008 



